Much of Tabella I survives apart from the lower corners and parts of the upper half. It had been broken and bent while buried. More particularly, just below the binding holes there is a dent and hole caused by an object pushed from the inner to the outer face. The adjacent edge is also badly bent, but the other way. Despite this the binding wire is still in place although it is broken where Tabella II was once joined. Indeed, it seems that shortly before their discovery the two fragments of Tabella II were still in place, because when laid against Tabella I the binding holes and the dent match exactly.
Tabella I Height 11.6cm; width 9.6cm; thickness 1.1-1.3mm; weight: 55.82gm. Tabella II Upper fragment height 5.0cm; width 6.1cm; thickness 0.75-0.77mm; weight 9.44gm. Lower fragment height 4.8cm; width 5.3cm; thickness 0.75-0.77mm; weight 6.74gm. Combined maximum height: 8.6cm.
Text
The text presented here is based on what can be seen after cleaning, together with the evidence from photographs and radiographs which were made before, during and after the conservation process. The latter are crucially important for readings of parts of the outer and inner faces of Tabella I which were not cleaned because of the nature of the corrosion as explained in Appendix 3. These readings, based solely on radiographs, are indicated by italics. Hatching represents spaces for letters which are not visible either on the surface or on the radiographs, but which are likely to exist under the corrosion or which may have been destroyed.
Extrinsecus
The text of the outer face of Tabella I is contained within a single framing line. It is reasonably well formed and cut although there are variations in the shape of most of the letters. This is most noticeable in those letters with curves like S, C and G. It is very difficult to tell the latter two apart because the expected tail on the G is virtually non-existent. Instead G has a more angular shape than a C. The uprights of letters have tails at the bottom which can vary from very ology at Manchester University, kindly took the radiographs. Margaret Roxan has given me much sound advice in preparing the text and has commented on earlier versions of this article. short to long oblique strokes. This can make the bottoms of E, F, I, L, T similar and can be confusing where the top of the letter has been lost. A further problem is that the letter T is not always crossed. The letter A does not have a crossbar. Q has an elongated tail and is easily recognizable. The letter heights on the outer faces are 2.5-3mm. VANG is definite and radiographs suggest El I instead of ET I. The following V is relatively certain, but little survives of the A. There is space for two letters after this, but nothing is visible even on radiographs. 11 Possible traces of the bottom parts of letters survive along the break, but the corrosion is very bad. The traces on the radiographs suggest R and also a milliary sign. El T for ET I.
The average line length is 28-30 letters and by comparing the lettering on the other side, the cohort list can be restored as follows :-
Hi bracaug et v gall et ii ling et i ael 31 dacor et i delmat et i ael class et i ha 30 m et ii gall et i celtiber et iv ling 28 et ifrisiavon et i aug ner germ °° et 28 iv gall et vi thrac et i vang et i vard 30 ullor oo et i thrac et sunt in britann 29
12 LEG for LEG; El for ET. 16 ElforET.
22 T for I. PRAEEST is definite, but PRAEST would be expected at this time. The next known occurrence is on the diploma of A.D. 161/2 (RMD III 177). By the 170s praest ceases to be used. 23 CAEDICIVS is read but there is a gap between the C and A probably because the former letter is on the bent edge and has been stretched. The letter between the D and C is read as I although there are faint marks which might suggest it was an E. The radiographs only show an upright. 25 The surface is badly pitted and, unfortunately, the radiographs do not help much either. Of the father's name only the final I is definite. The two preceding letters are both most likely to be S.
Preceding these is what might be an A. The remaining traces of the first surviving letter are curved which in this context would be a C. Hence it is suggested the name is CASSI. For filiation there is an E for F. For the home of the soldier the first letter is H and the fourth letter is an upright stroke with a small foot which is likely to be I. Each of the other two upright strokes also has a foot. The first upright has a bar at the top for an F or E but no middle bar. The second one may have a bar at the top, but the surface is badly broken here. Therefore the tentative suggested reading is HELIfOP]. 26 RECOCNIT for RECOGNIT.
Notes to Tabella II Only parts of the cognomina of five of the witnesses survive and these are only visible on the radiographs. From this evidence the full names of the expected witnesses can be restored.
Intus
The text on the inner faces is different from that on the outside and was obviously inscribed by a different person who took less care with the lettering. The letters are less deeply incised and less regularly formed which makes the text more difficult to decipher. This is also the case in other diplomas of similar date.2 Curved letters like O, Q, B, R, P, are open at the top. The tops of the oblique strokes in the letter A do not join and the oblique strokes in M and N do not always meet the relevant upright. As on the outer face uprights have tails of varying lengths which can cause problems. Often the letter I is very much shorter than other letters with uprights which can aid in distinguishing which letter is meant. Another letter which is mostly smaller than others is G which appears more as two short oblique stroke meeting at an angle. The letter heights on the inner faces are 2.5-4mm. The answer for these differences would seem to lie in the fact that the names of units on diplomas were based on official records kept at the ojficium of the provincial governor and would therefore reflect the full official title. In the case of this ala its official name was only standardized in the reign of Hadrian after the diploma of A.D. 122.7 Other inscriptions like tombstones and dedications might, on the other hand, represent the name by which the unit was commonly known. (4) [ . . . ] Gallorum A number of alae named after commanders which could be identified with this unit formed part of the garrison of Britain at the time this diploma was issued. These are ala Gallorum Picentiana; ala Gallorum Sebosiana; and ala Gallorum et Thracum Classiana CR. The lack of a symbol for a milliary regiment should preclude ala Gallorum Petriana milliaria CR. Comparison with how these alae are usu-ally named on diplomas would suggest that ala Gallorum Sebosiana is the most likely candidate. On the diploma of A.D. 178 it is the only ala where its descriptive title precedes its ethnic. All other diploma references to alae of Gauls have the descriptive title after the ethnic. If the identification is correct the ala is recorded on the earlier diplomas of A.D. 103 and 122. In the third century it is attested at Lancaster (RIB 605).
COHORTS (1) III Bracaraugustanorum
This cohort was previously attested on the diplomas of A.D. 103,122, 124 and 145/6. The mention here as the first of the cohorts is the latest recorded date of its stay in Britain. It is otherwise only known from stamped tiles found at Manchester and nearby Melandra Castle (RIB 2469). One tile stamp has been found at the latter in the bath-house. Altogether seven have been found at Manchester of which three have been published. Four of these were found re-used in the vicus and one was found re-used in the extended Phase III fort.8 All of the surviving Manchester stamps belong to the same die as the Melandra example. This would suggest that cohors III Bracaraugustanorum was responsible for tile production for both forts. From the find spots this production took place during the life of the Period 2 fort at Manchester which is thought to have been in existence c. A.D. 90-160, although the closing date could be different. The cohort in question is more likely to be this one rather than cohors I Aelia Dacorum because the epithet Aelia is omitted. The cohort is recorded at Maryport on six altars, five of which were set up by the prefect P. Postumius Acilianus (RIB 810, 832, 833, 847, 850) and the sixth by Caecilius Vegetus (RIB 831). Two specifically mention Antoninus Pius as emperor (RIB 832, 850). The final record of this cohort is a building stone found at Chesters on Hadrian's Wall (JRS, 47 (1957) , 229 no. 14) which is identical in design to a building stone of legio VI Victrix also dating to the reign of Antoninus Pius (RIB 1460).
(6) / Aelia classica equitata Raised from the fleet, this cohort is first recorded on a diploma in A.D. 145/6 although it was in existence before the death of Hadrian being commanded by L. Volusius Maecianus as prefect c. A.D. 135 (Devijver, PME V 133). 11 Where it was based in Britain has been a matter for debate. The discovery of this diploma at Ravenglass issued to a soldier of the cohort indicates that cohors I Aelia classica was the garrison in the middle of the second century and probably for some time before. This is because discharged soldiers who stay in the province they served in usually retire to live in the settlement of the fort in which they had been stationed. A lead seal of the cohort was found at Ravenglass in a third-century context which indicates it was still there (RIB 2411.94). 12
This brings into question the identity of the Roman name for Ravenglass. There are few certainties in trying to locate the places listed in the Ravenna Cosmography, the Antonine Itinerary and the Notitia Dignitatum especially because spelling is not consistent across these three sources. The fullest recent discussion of the evidence equates Ravenglass with Glannoventa. 13 This is the suggested correct form of the Glannibanta of the Notitia Dignitatum whose garrison was cohors I Morinorum (Not.Dig.Occ. XL, 52). Cohors I Aelia classica was based at Tunnocelum according to the Notitia (Not.Dig.Occ. XL, 51). The correct form of this name has been assumed to be Itunocelum. 14 This would presumably locate the site at Eden Head, but no fort is known there. 15 However, if the combined evidence of the diploma and the lead-seal is taken into account then cohors I Aelia classica was the garrison of Ravenglass into the third century and, by comparison with other garrisons, would still have been there when the Notitia was compiled. Thus the Roman name could be the Notitia's Tunnocelum, a perfectly " Ibid., for a full discussion of the cohort's origin. 
The Commander
Because this copy of the diploma issue of A.D. 158 belonged to a member of cohors I Aelia classica the name of the commander is known. His name survives as Caedicius Severus. It is possible his praenomen is missing, but no surviving diplomas after July A.D. 158 (XVI 108) record the commander's praenomen so it is feasible that it was not recorded here. The prefecture of a quingenary cohort formed the first military appointment in the emperor's service as the militia prima. Caedicii feature infrequently in the epigraphic record. At the end of the Republic and into the early Empire two branches of the family gained entry into the senate. They came from the long established colonies of Sinuessa and Minturnae of Regio I in Italy. 28 Also of first century date is C. Caedicius Flacceianus, a legionary tribune (Devijver, PME C 30), whose tribe, the Falerna, shows he came from elsewhere in Italy. 29 This is because both Sinuessa and Minturnae belonged to the Teretina. Another branch of the family is known in the second century who are recorded at Ostia and Rome. The earliest known is A. Caedicius Successus (AE 1987 n91) who was a sevir and quinquennalis at Ostia as well as a curator naviculariorum maris Hadriatici.
In the reign of Commodus among the priests of the domus Augustae is A. Caedicius Priscianus e(gregius) [v(ir)J (VI 2010, II, 23) who, on another inscription from Rome, also makes it clear he was an eques Romanus (AE 1980 n48).
It is therefore certain that the commanding officer was from Italy and it is probable he was a member of the Ostia/Rome branch of the family because only they were prominent in the later second century. If so his praenomen would have been A(ulus).
The Recipient
The name of the recipient does not survive, but that of his father does which reveals he was called Cassius. Although this is a Roman name the status of both father and son is clearly peregrine because of the lack of the tria nomina. During the second century auxiliary recruits were normally obtained either from the province in which a unit was based or from an adjacent province.30 In this 28 Sinuessa: M. Cebeillac-Gervasoni, 'Ascesa al senate e rapporti con i territori d'origine Italia: Regio I (Campania: la zona di Capue e Gales) ' particular instance the traces of the name of the recipient's home do not readily suggest a location in the western part of the Empire. Rather the traces are suggestive of Heliopolis, the name of the Roman colony in Syria (modern Baalbek).
In general, the identification of a colony of Roman citizens as the home of a non-citizen auxiliary soldier would not be expected. The recipient was a cavalryman which means the cohort was equitata. This should not cause too much surprise although the origin of the unit was the fleet. By the reign of Hadrian recruits to the auxilia were being trained to be cavalrymen. 34 Therefore when the cohort was being organized a contingent of 120 newly trained cavalrymen was added.
Rather than return to his home province after discharge, the recipient decided to stay in Britain and to settle in the civil settlement next to the fort where he had been stationed. 
TABLE: GARRISON OF BRITAIN -ANTONINUS PIUS TO MARCUS AURELIUS

Interpretation and Discussion
The diploma lists four alae and seventeen cohorts of the garrison of Britain which at this time was twelve alae and about foutty-four cohorts strong. (See TABLE.) The names of nearly all of the units survive complete, but with the cohorts not listed in numerical order. This is the earliest occasion in Britain for this phenomenon which is first seen on the Hadrianic diplomas for Mauretania Tingitana.38 But non-numerical order does not become common until the reign of Antoninus Pius.
For Britain, the other example of non-numerical order is the issue of A.D. 178 to five alae and sixteen cohorts which survives in two copies. With regard to alae there is only one overlap, but ten cohorts are recorded on both diplomas, an overlap of 62%. (See  TABLE. TABLE. ) None are complete although the Chesters issue only lacks the name of one ala but this can be deduced. From the available evidence there is only one possible overlap known. This could mean the lists were not identical at all or just partially overlapped. Either way, the total number of cohorts recorded on the three documents was at least fifteen short of those known at the time. The small number of units on each document, eleven to fourteen, means that at least one, possibly two, diplomas would be needed to complete the recording of the known garrison at this time.
The cumulative results of these surviving diplomas for Britain in the reigns of Antoninus Pius and Marcus Aurelius is that four alae and fifteen cohorts of the known garrison are not recorded. There are a number of possible explanations for this phenomenon :-1) The surviving diplomas were all issued in even numbered years. If the missing units were listed on diplomas issued in odd numbered years this would imply that units only discharged men every two years.
2) However, the Chesters diploma could have been issued late in A.D. 145 (10-12/31-12) or early in A.D. 146 (1-1/1-3). If it had been issued late in A.D. 145 this would not support the previous argument. BUT the possibility then is that each diploma lists units up to a maximum number. Then another constitution was drawn up for the next set of units again up to a target number. This process would then have been repeated until all eligible men had been discharged during the year either side of the campaigning season. Thus the Chesters diploma is late December or probably before March; the Vindolanda issue is January/March; Ravenglass is 27 February and the issue of A.D. 178 is 23 March. None happen to survive from the Autumn when diplomas are known to have been issued in other provinces. 39
3) A further possibility is that the diplomas are related to legionary commands in Britain. This question is also connected with whether the non-numerical listing of cohorts in A.D. 158 reflects a topographical distribution. The problem is knowing where the units were at any time. The picture is reasonably clear for the Severan period, but is much less so in the second century because of the advance into and retreat from Scotland. A.D. 158 has been assigned great significance in the history of this occupation in connection with the proposed second occupation of the Antonine Wall. However, it has recently been suggested that there was only one occupation of that Wall with its abandonment taking place around A.D. 158, though there was not a complete retreat from Scotland with forts like Newstead being maintained. 40 If the Antonine Wall was not occupied when this diploma was issued then enough is known of unit movements for them to be assigned to the forts listed here:- Allowing for the fact that not all locations are definite then the order does not appear to be topographical. This is further confirmed by comparing the order and position of the cohorts which are also listed on the diploma of A. If cohors IV Gallorum was cohort (2) on the Ravenglass diploma and not cohors V Gallorum as restored here then the order would be further disturbed. If legionary commands are considered then most units can be assigned to legio VI Victrix. But this would be expected because most forts occupied in Britain in the second century were in the north where that legion was based. The argument would fall down if it was certain that cohors I Frisiavonum was at Manchester and cohors I Celtiberorum was at Caersws. Both forts were within the command of legio XX Valeria Victrix.
The preceding discussion concerning the order of units on the diploma highlights the difficulties. However, there may be a simpler explanation which is related to how a provincial governor's ojficium collected the information for granting honourable discharge.41 For many years the units which were to be included on a grant were put into a numerical order, but from the reign of Hadrian clerks began not to make numerical listings which would save themselves work. This was not an official decision applying to all provinces because the diplomas of This change did not last long and the auxiliary diplomas issued after A.D. 164 are normally 14.0/14.5cms x 11.0/11.Sons with the diploma of A.D. 166 even larger (XVI 121). Obviously someone had decided that standards in the production of diplomas had slipped too much and therefore the size was increased to provide more room to inscribe the text so that less abbreviation would be used. At the same time the text on inner faces was to be made more legible.42
Appendix 2: Nervia, Nervana, or Nerviana
Emperors might bestow honours on towns, colonies and army units. These usually took the form of titles based on an adjectival form of the gentilicium or sometimes the cognomen of the Emperor. Thus in Trajan's reign the titles bestowed were Ulpia from Ulpius or Traiana from Traianus. Thus the derivation of an honorific epithet or a cog nomen from the name Nerva would follow a set pattern. 43 In Latin the most common suffix used for forming adjectives from personal names of for forming new cognomina was -ianus/na, but the original and correct form was -anuslna. The former had originated through false analogy with cognomina derived from gentilicia. The original form was still used by Cicero, but was replaced thereafter. This inscription had been considered spurious and it was suggested that it had also been recut in a later period. Mommsen argued for its authenticity based on content without seeing the stone. 46 The publication of the text by Ch. Hiilsen based on a squeeze of the original showed that the text had not been recut.47 Thus, if there is a mistake in the name of the colony it would have been a stonecutter's error with the AN in NERVIANAE missed out through confusion with the previous word MINERVIAE. But there is another example of the use of this epithet.
There is a collection of inscriptions from the reign of Septimius Severus naming many of the curiae of Lepcis Magna. These reveal that their names were mainly derived from Trajan's titulature and members of his family.48 Two name a curia Nervia (IRT 411, 414).
There are five auxiliary units known which have a title given by Nerva derived from his cognomen.
The This suggests that variations were permitted on inscriptions set up by commanding officers. In addition to a name awarded by Nerva the units also have the honorific name Augusta. In the case of the units in Mauretania Caesariensis they most likely already had this as part of their name. 49 The cohorts of Britons and Germans seem likely to have been raised late in the reign of Domitian. On his assassination in A.D. 96 the epithet he would have given them was changed to Augusta and Nerva then also bestowed his name on them. 50 The cohorts of Britons are also attested with the additional title Pacensis which is short-lived. This might also have been bestowed by Nerva to mark a break with the regime of his predecessor. It may be that the cohort of Germans was also given this title, but it has not yet been attested because it was utilized for so short a time.
diploma was considered to be of greater value than the object itself. After discussion with the archaeologists several ethical problems therefore arose regarding the conservation treatment of the diploma. These problems are highlighted and discussed in this report.
The fragments (Tabella I and II) looked to be in good condition generally with small amounts of corrosion products and dirt visible. The inner face of each fragment is better preserved than the outer one. This is probably due to burial conditions; these faces would have been pressed together and therefore would have been more protected from damage and corrosion.
The fragments were mechanically cleaned using a scalpel and glass bristle brush under a microscope. Chemical cleaning was not considered as a conservation treatment as these methods tend to soften and dissolve all the corrosion products. In the case of archaeological metals, the original surface of the object is often preserved in the corrosion layers. Details of the text could therefore have been lost, as could any surface coatings.
Due to the great importance of the text, the fragments were cleaned by the conservators to a much greater degree than would normally be considered necessary or acceptable for archaeological copper alloy objects. However, to obtain as much information as possible from the text such comprehensive cleaning was deemed to be essential.
Several areas of organic material were present on the outer face of Tabella I. This was mostly charred wood. Under normal circumstances any organic material which appears to be associated with the object would be left in place. However, in this case, the wood was thought to obscure important details of the text. It was therefore decided to remove the majority of it, as the information beneath it was potentially of more value.
The small fragments of wood were removed and placed in sample tubes to be kept for future reference. A large piece of charred wood at the top of Tabella I was impregnated with paraffin wax and ceresin (mp 49°C) and then removed with a razor blade. This was done so that this fragment could be kept intact for identification and for future reference. However, corrosion products from the copper alloy made it difficult for the wax to penetrate the wood structure and so its removal was not as successful as was hoped. A sample of the wood was sent for identification to Ivan Hradil at the Palaeoecology Research Unit (P.E.R.U.) at Manchester University. Although very degraded and fragmentary the wood was identified as Pinus sylvestris (Scots Pine).
Cleaning of the lettering on the outer faces of Tabella I and II was stopped when it was considered that any further mechanical cleaning would result in the loss of the original surface. Corrosion products had formed beneath this surface in several areas, making it very weak and prone to disintegration which would remove all trace of the surface detail. During the cleaning of the inner face of Tabella I a white powder was discovered in the lettering beneath the corrosion products but above the original surface. After discussion with Paul Holder it was decided to selectively clean key areas of the text and leave the white deposit in place in other areas. Analysis of this deposit needs to be carried out before further work is done in the areas affected. The white deposit may reveal important information about the object, such as the use of a surface coating or the use of paint to highlight the text.
Although the text has not been revealed as fully as was hoped by the archaeologists, there is scope for more work on the diploma in the future. It is probable that further cleaning will be carried out on the inner face of Tabella I once we have identified the white deposit. A conservation treatment such as laser cleaning may also be a possibility to reveal more of the text. However, the copper alloy may be too corroded in the areas where the text has not been revealed for this treatment to be successful. 
